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SWFARY 


1.  Ouota  bases  allotted  to  Local  Slaughterers  and  Butchers  in  the  ridwest 
Region  amount  to  a'nrox imately  727  million  pounds  of  dressed  meat  of 
which  'i.51  million  pounds  are  beef,   172  million  pounds  pork,  93  million 
pounds  veal,  and  11  million  rounds  lamb. 

2.  local  Slaurhterers  have  quota  bases  equivalent  to  60r>  of  the  total  meat 
while  Reportinf  butchers  have  ~$W>  and  the  small  lion-Reporting  Butchers 
have  7f£. 

3«     Local  Slaup-hterers  have  quota  bases  of  57:-o  of  the  beef,  6l$  of  the  veal, 
78"$  of  the  lamb,  and  6If'  of  the  pork.     Reporting;  Butchers  have  bases  of 
363  of  the  beef,  3I4.,'  of  the  veal,  20'  of  the  lamb,  and  28$  of  the  pork. 

[4..    '"hile  there  is  considerable  seasonal  variation  in  the  slaughter  of  vari- 
ous species  of  livestock,  the  total  dressed  meat  per  month  varies  only 
from  57  to  65  million  pounds  or  only  slirhtly  more  than  lO'l  in  different 
seasons  of  the  year. 

5«     Beef  slaughter  reaches  its  highest  point  in  October  and  its  lowest  in 
June,  while  veal  slaughter  shows  both  a  spring  and  fall  peak;  lamb 
slaughter  is  fairly  heavy  at  Raster  and  arain  in  the  fall;  and  pork 
slaughter  reaches  its  peak  in  'December  and  Januarv  and  falls  to  a  low 
in  August . 

6.    Seasonal  variation  in  quota  bases  are  much  less  marked  in  the  case  of 
Local  S laught erers  since  they  are  larger  operators  than  Butchers  and 
hence  better  equipped  for  steady  slaughter.     Small  Non-Report in^  Butchers 
show  the  most  seasonal  variations  and  are  apparently  "cool  weather" 
operators  and.  the  meat  business  is  often  only  on;   of  several  business 
inte-rc  sts  . 


7.  Quota  basf-s  vary  by  states  apparently  in  relation  to  decree  of  industri- 
alization.    Local  Slaughterers  also  supply  a  larger  proportion  of  locsl 
dem-'-nd,  as  compared  to  smaller  Butchers  in  the  heavier  consumer  demand 
areas  . 

8.  The  larger  operators  process  most  of  the  lamb  and  a  larger  proportion 
of  the  veal  while  the  quota  bases  of  the  ?Ton-R<.port ing  Butchers  are 
largely  beef  and  oork. 

9«    Veal  quota  bases  arc:  larger  in  Illinois  than  in  any  other  state  in  the 
Rep-ion . 

10.  Thf-  larger  lamb  quota  bases  are  mostly  in  the  eastern  part  of  the  Region, 
with  Ohio  having  the  largest  amount. 

11.  A  1  arger  pcrportion  of  the  hog  slaughter  is  done  by  Local  Slaughterers 
in  the   industrialized  areas  and  is  related  to  consumer  demand  mor*  than 
to  hop"  production. 
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Til?]  MIDWEST  REGIONAL  '"RAT  PROGRAM 
of 

BTTTCJ"ER5  A'TD  LOCAL  SLAUGHTER'S 


The  Meat  Order,  as  is  true  o*'  the  other  wartime  food  orders,  has 
ar   its  irain  objective  the  fair  distribution  to  civilians  of  limited 
supplies  of  a  critical  food,   at  the  same  time  recognizing  the  need 
for  allocating  adequate  quantities  into  whatever  other  channels  will 
contribute  most  of  the  total  war  effort. 

There,  are  many  claimants  for  varying  portions  of  the  total  meat 
supply.     By  far,  the  largest  demand  is  that  of  American  civilians 
who,  with  their  tremendous  purchasing  power,  could  use  all  of  the  meat 
now  being  produced,  but  war  needs  also  have  to  be  met.     Men  in  our 
own  Armed  forces  must  be  fed  both  at  home  and  abroad,   and  stock  piles 
must  be  build  and  maintained  for  future  use.     Our  allies  must  also 
be  supolied  a  certain  portion  through  Lend-Lease. 

The .problem  of  dividing  our  total  supply  among  the  legitimate 
claimants  has  been  solved  in  a  large  degree  through  a  system  of  allo- 
cations.   A  broad  overall  blue  print  of  the  entire  situation,  includ- 
ing both  supnly  and  various  demands,    is  the  basic  foundation  on  which 
regulations  are  planned.    From.  April  to  September,   19U3*  registration 
of  a  1.1  slaughterers  was  required  and  quota  bases  established  as  a 
means  of  directinr  their  slaup-hter  operations.     As  the  fill  and  winter 
seasonal  run  of  livestock  rot  under  way,  quota  restrictions  were 
suspended  but  may  again  have  to  be  invoked  when,  market  receipts  fall 
below  current  needs.     In  a  broad  overall  consideration  of  the  meat 
program,  the  suspension  of  quotas  should  not  be  interpreted  as  doing 
away  with  the  control  of  meat  supplies.     Civilian  rationing  is  in 
full' operation,  definite  sr-t  aside  orders  are  in  full  force  in 
connection  with  the  meat  nrocessine;  in  inspected  plants,   and  all 
slaughterers  are  and  still  must  be,   licensed  and  quota  bases  estab- 
lished for  any  emergency  that  may  arise  in  the  meat  situation  (with 
the  ftrcont ion  of  farm  producers  of, hogs) . 

Tiurinr:  this  period  of  suspended  quotas,   stock  should  be  taken 
of  the  mechanism  that  has  been  developed  under  the  meat  order  since 
need  for  its  use  in  controlling  and  distributing  supplies  may  be 
vitally  important  in  the  necr  future.    With  this  in  mind,  this  analy- 
sis of  the  quota  bases  of  Butchers  and  Loeal  Flaurhterers  has  been 
made  so  th  t  any  necessarv  r e^ul-tion  which  may  be  imposed  can  be 
ap]  raised  in  terms  of  its  effect  on  local  meat  supplies. 


3335(35) 


-  9 


QUOTA  BAST®  OF  SUTC7?FRS  A.fTD  LOCAL  SLAUGHTER'S 


A  tabulation  of  the  quota  bases  of  all  Butchers  and  Local  Slaugh- 
terers licensed  to  slaughter  livestock  in  the  eleven  states  comprising 
the  ..Midwest  Region  of  the  Office  of  Distribution,  Weir  Food  Adminis- 
tration, has  been  made.    A  study  of  the  summary  furnishes  facts  which 
will  be  of  value  in ' apprais inn  results  Which  may  be  expected  in  meat 
supplies  from  these  sources  as  changes  are  contemplated  in  the  admin- 
istration of  the  meat  order. 

The  states  included  in  this  summary  are  Ohio,   Indiana,  Illinois, 
J'ichiga'n,  Wisconsin,  TTinnesota,   Iowa,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  South  Dakota, 
and  TTorth  Dakota.    Within  this  area  there  are  many  terminal  markets, 
public  stock  yards  and  concentration  points  through  Which  pass  a  large 
volume  of  livestock  which  are  processed  by  National  Packers  and  Com- 
mercial Slaughterers'.        In  addition,  a  large  volume  of  livestock 
movps  to  other  processors  outside  these  states  handled  by  shippers 
and  order  buyers  operating  both  in  the  public  yards  and  other  buying 
stations  'scattered  throughout  the  area*     This  analysis,  therefore, 
should  be  examined  as  suoplementar*r  to  the  overall  livestock  slaugh- 
ter program,  and  represents  largely  the  local  phase  of  livestock 
slaughter  in  this  area. 

The  quota  bases  established  in  connection  with  the  livestock 
slaughter  license-program  largely  reflect  the  19-4-1  slaughter  history 
of  the  -operator,  although  in  certain  cases  adjustments  have  been  made, 
within  the  provisions  of  the  administrative  regulations. 

'  Local  Slaughterers  are  those  operators  who  slaughter  more  than 
300, OO^pjuHaT'^iVe  weight  of  livestock  and  less  than  2,000,000  pounds 
dressed  meat  annually,  and  the  quota  bases  are  established  on  a 
dressed  weight  -  basis  for  beef,  veal,  and  lamb,  and.  on  a  live  weight 
basis  on  hogs  .    For  the  "purposes  of 'this  summary  hogs  were  converted 
to  dressed  perk  to  more'  clearly  reflect  actual  meat  supplies  using 
57  per  cent  of  the  live  weight  as  represent ihg  dressed  meat. 

Report in°-  butchers,  under  ^ood  distribution  Order  >ro .  75>  are 
t ho s .6~c^eVsfb or's ' 'pro cess ing  less  than  300jQ0A  pounds  live  weight 
annually  but  haying  as  an  annual  base  either  ^0  head  of  cattle  or  more, 


*  Processors  with  volume  of  over  2  million  pounds,  annually. 
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or  300  head  or  more  of1  total  livestock.     For  the  purposes  of  this 
analysis  numbers  of  head  of  the  various  species  of  livestock  were  • 
converted  to  c  dressed  basis  by  using  average  weights  and  dressing 
percentages  .     Cattle  were  commuted  on  the  basis  of  ^>1Q  pounds 
dressed,  calvs  109  pounds,   lambs  l±l  pounds,   and  hogs  137  pounds. 
7/hile  tlif.rr-  are  undoubtedly  variations  both  in  live  weights  and 
in  drcssin™  percentages  this  conversion  seemed  advisable  in  order  to 
arrive  at  figures  approximating  quantities  of  dressed  neat  processed 
by  thes.  slaughterers.*'* 

^Ton-Report inp1  Butchers  are  those  slaughterers  whose  quota  bases 
show  TeVs""th"an  5'6  lo^ad-"oir"oatt le  per  year  and  less  than  300  -head  of 
total  livestock.     The  same  method  was  used  to  convert  numbers  of 
livestock  to  a  dressed  meat  basis  as  was  used  with  Report ing  Butchers. 

Live  and  Bressod  Weights  of  Livestock 

^or  the  purposi  s  of  this  general  appraisal  of  the  quota 
bases  established  in  connection  with  the  is:.ue  of  Slaughter: 
Licensees  it  seemed  advisabl-   to  use  the  general  averages  quoted. 
No  accurate  data  is  available  on  these,  classes  of  slaughterers 
as  to  differences  in  weights  of  livestock  slaughtered  by  the  • 
various  types  of  slaughterers  nor  on  variations  in  dressing  • 
percentages .     Tables  21  and  22  ~ive  some  data  taken  from  19^3 
monthly  slaughter  reports  of  Jecal  Slaughterers  for  nine  months 
and  Reporting  Butchers  for  seven  months  on  live  and  dressed 
weight  s . 

For  Local  Flau?ht  erers  these  figures  show  that  under  '"ar 
conditions  cattle  slaughtered  average  86J|.  pounds  and  dressed 
out  52^;  c  lv  s,  217  live  weight  .dressed  5qt'»  lambs  9U  pounds 
dressing  and  hogs  nounes  dressing  out  70%.  Only 

live  weights  are  available  on  the  monthlv  Butcher  reports. 
.  .  These,  indicate  cattle  ave-rag-e  373  pounds,  calves  205,  lambs 
99*  and  hogs  2i  1.3 ■  pounds  .     Pinee,  cue  to  the  feed  and  consumer 
demand  conditions,  .slaughterers  may  have  shafted,  considerably 
in  the  weights  of  livestock  slaughtered  in  19'i3*  especially 
with  quotas  imposed  during  the  period  from  April  to  September, 
it  would  be  difficult,  and  probably  no  more  accurate,  to  use 
this  19''-r3  data  as  a  basis  of  converting  V-ilpL  quota  bases  to  a 
dressed  meat  basis'.     Therefore,  any  conclusions  made  from  this 
armlvsis  of  quota  bases  should  take  into  account  that  the  dressed 
meat  figures  are  general  approximations  and  no  claim  is  made 
that  they  are  absolutely  accurate. 
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In  interpreting  these  results  it  should  be  remembered  that  there 
is  also  a  certain  amount  of  meat,   largely  used  locally,   supplied  by 
form  slaughterers  on  which  no  data  is  available.     There  were  773  Local 
Slaughterers,  2,95-4  Reporting  butchers,  and  2,932  Non-Reporting 
Butchers  quota  bases  included  in  the  study.     The  following  table  shows 
the  distribution  of  these  by  states: 


Table  1  -  Number  of  Licensed  Slaughterers 
by  Classes,  by  States 


State 

:        "Local  : 
:.    Slaughterers  { 

Reporting     :  Non-Reporting 
Butchers       :        .  Butchers 

Illinois 

35 

300 

m . ' 

Indiana 

93 

233 

179 

Iowa 

25 

197 

265 

Michig  an 

163 

386 

260 

Minnespta 

■  33 

288 

1+17 

Missouri 

1+2. 

173 

180 

Nebraska 

32 

176 

135 

North  Dakota 

10 

169 

193 

Ohio 

238 

515 

291 

South  Dakota 

7 

68 

115 

Yfiscons  in 

•  1+5 

.  369 

U63 

Total 

773 

2,95U 

2,932 

Table  la 

-  Pounds,  of 

Dres  sed 

Neat  Represented 

by  Quota 

Bases,  by 

Classes 

of  Slaughterers. 

Yearly . 

( In  thousand  pounds ) 


Typo  of  Slaughterer 


Beef 


Type  pT  MeaF 
Vtal   :  Lamb 


Local  Slaughterer  '  '  258,595  56,1*23  3,55l+ 
Reporting  Butcher'  162, 0.1+1  31,514+  2,181 
Non-Reporting  Butcher    30,676      h,99k  195 


Total 


1+51,312    92,961  10,930 


Pork 

109,933 
'+0,631+ 
13, 199 

171,766 


~Tota~T  : Percentage  or 


Dress  ed 

Total  Dressed 

Neat 

Feat 

'+33,305 

59.6^ 

2U+,l+00 

33-6;$ 

1+9,061+ 

6.8;S 

726,969 

100.0% 
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Chart  1  -  Annual  Volume  of  T"ef\t  .in  Quota  ^ases 
'by  Type  of  Slaughterer 
and 

by  Finds  of  Meat 


Percentage 
of  Total 
Pressed  Feat 


fton-Report ihg 
Butchers 
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The  proportion  of  slaughter  of  various  species  of  livestock  varies 
somewhat  between  the  different  types  of  slaughterers  .     Table  2  belov; 
^ives  the  percentage  of  the  different  kinds  of  meat  making  up  the  t'-tal 
quota  bases  of  the  three  types  of  s laurht erers . 

Table  2  -    Slaughter  by  Types  of  Teat  by  Classes  ■ 
of  Si r. v.r-ht e r er  •     vea r  1 1 T . 


Type  of 
Teat 


Local 
Slaughterers 


Rep1  rtinr 
Butchers 


}lt  n-Report  mf 
Butchers 


°ercent 


Beef 
Veal 
I  amb 
Pork 


13].  0% 
25.3' 


OU  .  3  3 

12.9% 

19 .«?  \ 


62.5,: 
10.2 ; 

26.43 


Total 


100. a; 


ioo.oo; 


100.0 
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Tabic  3  -  Distribution  of  Slaughter  by  Kinds  cf  Meat, 
by  Classes  of  Slaughterer .  Yearly. 


ype  of 
?Teat 


Local 
S  lau."-ht  tts 


Reporting 
■Butchers 


Fon-Rep<  rtinr 
But  che  r  s 


Total 


Percent 


Beef 

57-3^ 

35-9^  ■ 

100.0-1 

Veal 

60.7^ 

■"■>  %M 

100. 0r* 

Lamb 

73-3%  ' 

19.9^  : 

:  uo£ 

100  ~0% 

Pork 

6I4..0I  • 

23. .3^ 

■  7-7* 

100.0  l 

Tctal 

59*6%    :  . 

33.6'% 

•  6.Qf0 

100.0% 

Chart  2 

-  Percentage 

of  Que  ta  Bases 

by  ^inds  of  I,reat 

cf  Type  of  Slaughterer 
Annua 1 


percent 
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30 
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60 

50 
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SEASONAL  VARIATIONS  ITT  QTJOTA  BASES 


The  amount  of  meat  pjrooes'sed  varies  at  different  seasons  of  the 
var  due;  in  pprt  to  the  seasonal  movement  of  livestock  to  market  but  is 
also  influcnc*  d  in  the  case  of  th<  s    small  slau^htero  rs  by  livestock 
prices,  coo]rr  facilities  bid  local  demands  for  meat  .    When  allkinds  of 
it.'  at  ur-~  considered  fcogrthcr  seasonal  variations  ar    1<  ss  marked  than 
wh<  n  individual  kinds  ar"  tak' n  separately  sine'  d>'  err  as '  d  Volume  in  one 
kind  of  mi  at  is  often  offset  by  incr<  osinr  supplies  in  other  kinds. 

Chart  3  rinc!  Table  1+  show  the  monthly  variations  in  total  meats  making 
up  the  quotn  bases  of  the  three  types  of  slaughterers \ 


Table  l|  -  ^ounds  of  Pressed  Feat  in  Quota  Rases,  by 
Months i     and  by  Classes  of  Slaughterer, 
(in  thousand  pounds) 


T'onth 


•  Local 
° laufhterer s 


Report ing 
Butchers 


Ton-Report  in.' 
Butchers 


Total 


January 

February 

*'arch 

April 

Fay 

June 

Julv 

August 

September 

October 

TTov  ember 

Dec  ember 


•37,U73 
3k,?5Q 

35,551 
36,1+77 
35,931+ 
3i+,3l8 
35,590 
35,662 
36,781 

38,327 
35,259 

37,333 


20,835 
19, 1^0 
19,760 

10,  2  60 

19,002 
18,838 
ln,783 
20, 1Q2 
21,518 
22,036 
21,732 
21,951+ 


l+J+96 
1+,  120 

U,  014+ 
3,59U 
3J+28 
3,U+2 
3,550 
3,925 
h,237 
U,550 
U,733 
L+;9l6 


62,801+ 
57,860 
59,355 
50,331 
58,1+11+ 
57,008 
58,032 

59,779 
62,556 

6!+,9l3 
61,72b 
6U,  203 


Total 


1+33,505 


'21+1+,  '+00 


1+9,06)+ 


726,069 
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Chart  3  -  Total  Feat    -    Quota  Bales' 
Monthly  -  Regional 
by  Type  of  S  1  aught  ore  r 
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Monthly  Quota  Bases  and  Variations 


Monthly  slaughter  of  beef  for  all  three  typos  of-  slaughterers 
reaches,  its  highest  point  in  October  and  its  lowest  in  June.     In  general, 
beef  slaughter  shows  a  downward  trend  during  the  first  six  months  of 
the  year.     The  increase  is  quite  narked  in  July  and  following  the 
October  peak  there  is  a  sharp  drop  in  November  mainly  accounted  for  in 
the  quota  bases  of  Local  Slaughterers.     The  marked  decline  in  February 
slaughter  is  probably  accounted  for  by  this  being  a  short  month.  Local 
Slaughterers  hit  their  low  point  of  the  year  in  beef  slaughter  in  June 
and  their  hifh  point  in  October.    Reporting  Butchers  processed  the  least 
beef  in  February  and  the  most  in  September,  while  Non«Rcporting  Butchers 
the  least  beof  in  Fay  and  the  most  in  October  and  December.     Table  5 
shows  the  monthly  variatL  ns  in  pounds  of  dressed  be.  f  for  the  three 
types  of  slaughterers. 
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Table  5  "  Pounds  of  Dressed  Beef  in  r.uota  Bases,  by 
T'onths,     and  by  Glasses  of  Rlaurhterer . 
(in  thousand  pounds) 


:  Local 

:  Reporting 

:     >Ton-Peport  ing 

"onth 

:    Slaught  erers 

:  Butchers 

:  Butchers 

.  Total 

January 

22,552 

13,1+36 

2,638 

33,626 

February 

20,1^42 

12,5U5 

2,1+50 

35,1+37 

Mareh 

20, 865 

12,661 

2,1+11 

35,937 

Aoril 

21,21+1 

12,555 

2,18k 

35,980 

ray 

20,73° 

12, 628 

2,156 

35,523 

June 

20,376 

12,672 

2,211 

35,259 

July 

21,629 

13,6?0 

2,390 

37,639 

August 

21,850 

1^,175 

2,699 

38,721+ 

September 

22,719 

l»'-,797 

2,870 

i+0,386 

October 

23,060 

l»  1,702 

2,897 

1+0,659 

November 

20,932 

11  L,  193 

2,371 

37,996 

December 

22, 190 

057 

2,399 

39,  li+6 

Total 

258,595 

162,0.)  a 

30,676 

1+51,312 

By  assuming  the  average  monthly  quota  base  of  each  type  of  slaugh- 
ter to  be  100  fi  and  expressing  the  individual  months  in  terms  of  this 
seasonal  index,  Chart  1+  shows  the  seasonal  beef  curves  for  the  three 
types  of  slaughterers.     These  curves  indicate  that  Local  Slaughterers 
process  beef  with  less  seasonal  variation  than  do  either  of  the  other 
two  groups  and  th<  wide  variation  between  the  low  summer  be  f  slaughter 
of  the  'Ton-Report  ing  Butchers  and  their  high  September  to  January  si  aught  c 
probably  reflects  lack  of  cooler  facilities,  availability  of  cattle 
locally  and  low  seasonal  price. 

mabl<   6  shows  the  monthly  ind^x  figures  for  beef  slaughter  by  typos 
of  slaughterers . 
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iaoie  o  -  ] ontniy 

Heei  ','uota 

Indices,  by  Classes 

oi  c lau^nter 

( Average 

1  ,Tonth  ly  S 1  a u  ght  er 

—       "1  AOi  \ 

_  lujj 

—  

i  

Lo  c  a  1 



:    Report  inn  : 

  — 

T:on-Reoo  rt  inp 

Month           '.  p 

laur.ht  er  er  s 

■:     Butchers  : 

butchers 

January 

10? 

99 

10^ 

February 

95 

93 

9o 

March 

.  77 

o), 

Ap  r  i  1 

99 

• '  QX  : 

yj 

^y 

Fay 

o  A 
yo 

yD 

 024.   

June 

hi. 

7'4- 

R7 

Ju  ly 

■  100 

■  101 

9)4 

August 

•  101 

.  •  105 

-  106 

September 

•  105 

•  110 

■'  112 

October 

»■■  107 

•  109 

"  113 

Nov ember 

-  97 

105 

-  112 

'  December 

103 

•  lplj. 

Chert  I4.  -  Seasonal  Beef  Slaughter  Quota 'Bases 
%  of  Average  Month 
by  Type  of  Slaughterers 
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T-AL  " 

Total  combined  monthly  slaughter  of  veal        all  three  types  of 
slaughterers  reaches  its  highest  point  in  April  and  its  low  in  "ebru&ry 
Local  P  laurht erers  nrocess  the  rest  vesl  in  Fay  and  the  least  in 
February,  while  P.epcrtin^-  butchers  sK  w  both  an  ,4nril  arid  an  Octc ber 
hir^h  point  in  veal  slaughter.    pon-Report in-"-  butchers  slaughter  more 
veal  in  April  than  in  any  other  month,  although  the  last  three  months 
of  the  year  are  above  average  months  and  Pec ember  is  second  heaviest 
month  a f  si &u rht e r . 

Table  7  below  shows  the  individual  monthly  veal  quota  base  figures 
by  t^pes  if  s  laucht  erers  . 


Table  7  -  Pounds  of  Pressed  Veal  in  Ouvta  Rases,  by 
""ontho,     nnd  by  Glasses  of  P. laucht ercr . 
(in  thousand  pounds) 


:  local  :    Report  in*     :    r on -Report  ins  '• 

I onth        .    plaurhtorers     :     butchers       t        Butchers  :  Total 

January                U, 575                  2,575  Ul2  7,562 

February             U,2l+5                2rk33  595  7,073 

rch                  iL,633                2,667  1+22  7,722 

April  5,052  2,725  8,21Q 

ray                    5,165                2,63U  1+13  3,217 

Juno                   U,365  •    2,5^0  h21  7,826 

Julv                  U,355                2,63/4  h03  7,892 

August               U,6ijJ+               2,513  395  7,552 

September            U,57S                 2,668  Ul3  7,659 

October               U,769                 2,769  l£l  7,959 

rVyembc-r               U,3^2                  2,676  U2o  1  ,h^>h 

Peccmber               I4.,  660                  2,710  1(26  7,796 

<«tal  56,1(23  33,5^4  U,99U  92,961 
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On  an  index  basis,   Table  8,  belovr,  and  Chart  5  show  the  seasonal 
trends  of  veal  slaughter  for  each  type  of  slaughterer.  Apparently 
Chart  5  would  indicate  that  the  fall  calf  crop  affects  the  seasonal 
slaughter  of  the  small  butchers  more  than  it  does  th';  Local  Slaughterer 
operations . 

Table  3  -  Monthly  Veal  <~uota  Indices,  by  Classes  of  Slaughterers 

(Average  Monthly  Slaughter  z  100) 


p'onth 


Local 
Slaughterers 


Reporting: 
Bute he r s 


Non-Report  in' 
butchers' 


January 

Februa ry 

I/arch 

April 

Fay 

June 

July 

August 

Sept  ember 

October 

Nov  emb  e  r 

December- 


97 
90 

99 
108 
110 

ioU 
103 

99 
97 

101 
93 

99 


98 
93 

101 
10k 
100 

97 

100 

96 
102 
101+ 
102 

103 


99 
95 
102 

106 

101 
101 

97 
95 

99 

101 
102 
102 


Percent 
110 


100 


90 


Chart  5  -  Seasonal  Veal  Slaughter  -  r,uota  Bases 

%  of  Average  Month 
by  Type  of . Slaughterer 


Local 
Slaughterers 

■Reporting 
Rut c hers 


Non-Report ing  . 
Butchers 


A 
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PCRK 

Total  combined  monthly  pork  slaughter  fur  all  three  types  of 
s lau~ht erers  reaches  its  highest  point  of  the  year  in  December  and  • 
January  and  its  lov;  point  in  July.     The  only  break  in  the  season  trend 
is  shown  in  February  and  can  probably  be  accounted  for  by. the  short 
month. 

Table  9  below  ^ives  the  monthly  pork  quota  bases  in  terms  of  dressed 
meat  by  tvpr.  of  s 1  aught  erer  . 


Table 

9  -  Pounds  of 

Dressed  Pork 

in  Quota  Bases,  by 

Months , 

and  by  Class 

of  Slaughterer. 

( In  thousand 

pounds ) 

J  ocal 

:  Reporting: 

:    Non-Renorting  : 

Tenth  J 

Slaughterers 

:  Butchers 

:  Butchers 

Total 

Janua  ry 

9,681 

'-•„67l 

1,1+35 

15,737 

February 

8,973 

571 

1,263 

ll+,  607 

J 'arch 

9,1+62 

1+,  269 

1,200 

ll+,931 

Aor  il 

9,1+27 

3,795 

1J1, 16U 

?ray 

9,382 

3,568 

814.3 

13,793 

June 

8,923 

3,->+5l+ 

797 

13,17.'+ 

July 

8,391 

3,322 

71+7 

12,1+60 

August 

8,1*16 

3,296 

809  • 

12,521 

September 

3,701 

5,835 

953  ; 

13,509 

October 

9,61*0 

U,355 

1,215 

15,210 

flov ember 

9,171 

hs  676 

1,1+18 

15,263 

December 

9,766 

5,002 

1,577 

16,31+5 

Total 

109,935 

1+8, 63J4 

13,199 

171,766 

On  on  index  basis  Table  10  and  Chart  6  sho-'T  the  seasonal  trends  of 
pork  slaughter  by  types  of  slaught  erers .     Local  Sought  ereiss  show,  by  far, 
the  most  uniform  seasonal  slaughter  probobly  due  to  more  adequate  year 
around  facilities  as  well  as  greater  diversity  of  outlets  for  pork  products. 
Parch;  April,  and  T*ay  slaughter  indicates  some  orocessing  of  fall  pigs 
and  possibly  som-.  packing  sows  not  apparent  in  the  seasonal  trends  for  the 
small  butcher  operators .    .As  one  would  expect  the  small  ^on-Report in;; 
Butch'.. rs  shew  a  much  wide:r  seasonal  fluctuatien  in  their  hog  slaughter 
operations  declining  to  63-,  of  an  average  month  in  July  and  rising  to 
lh5^  of  an  average  month  in  December  wh<  n  hers  are  usuall""'  plentiful  end 
cheap  and  cooling  fr.cilit i<:s  uro  leas*t  Be  drd.     It  is  apparent  that  the 
small  butchers  are  mainly  "cool.woath  r"  $1  aught  Orel's  as  compared  with  the 
larger  operators  . 
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Table  10  -  Monthly  Pork  Quota  Indices,  by  Classes  of  Slaughterers 

(Average  Monthly  Slaughter  -  100) 


  - 

Month   ■■  ■  '. 
 . — „._•_ 

Local  : 
S  lauffht  e r e r s'  t 

P  e po rt  in 
Put  c  he  r s 

p     ;     Non— Report  inp" 
■:         Rut  c  h  e  v  s 



Janua ry 

106 

115 

130 

February 

98 

y 

108 

115 

March 

103 

105 

109 

Anr  i "1 

103 

'  9k 

86 

May 

102 

88 

77 

June 

97 

85 

72 

Ju  ly 

92 

82 

68 

August  ■ 

92 

'  81 

7h 

September 

95 

95 

87 

October 

105 

108 

110 

November 

100, 

115 

■  •  -  129 

December 

■  107 

;  ; 

;  1U3 

Chart  6 

-  Seasonal  Pork 

Slaughter 

-*  Quota  Pases 

%'  of  Average  Month 
b y  Typ e  of  SI a u gh t e r e r 


Percent 
150 

lJ+0 
130 
120 
110 
100 

90 

80. 

:  70 
60 


"i  1  1  i  i  i  r 


-1  1  1  r 


\  ' 
\ 


Non-Report ing 
Putchers 


Local 
Slaughterers 


/ 

/ 

/ 

/  / 
/  X 


/ 


/  / 


_J  1  !  l_ 

j      f     n  a 


Reporting  / 
Putchers  / 


j  ,  j_ 
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LATH  .  . 

Season?-. -1  lamb  slaughter  reaches  its  highest  point  in  .October" end 
its  lov:  point  in  February .  ■  The  total  lamb  slaughter /-.mounts  to  loss 
than  eleven  million  pounds  durin"  the  year  vhen  sill  three  types  of 
slaughterers  output  in  pounds  of  dressed  meat  arc  combined. 

Table  11  be  lov  shows  the  pounds  of  dressed  lamb  by  months  Per  the 
three  types  of  slaughterers* 


Table  11  -  pounds  of  Dressted  L'-.mb  in  Quota  Bases,  by 
Tonths,     and  by  Classes  of  Slaughterer* 
(in  thousand  pounds) 


I  0  C  Li  ] 

:    Fie  porting 

:    F<  n  tR  eport  in g 

\  T-o'tal 

7'onth  . 

S laughterers 

:  Butchers 

:  Butchers 

January 

665 

153 

11 

320 

Fobrue  ry 

590 

lhl 

12 

7-'l3 

Karoh 

591 

163 

11 

765 

April 

757 

I85 

r-  / 

968 

way- 

698 

172 

11 

381 

June 

65U 

172 

13 

339 

,Tu  ly 

715 

207 

19 

9i+l 

August 

752 

203 

22 

932 

S«pt ember 

783 

193 

21 

1, 002 

October 

053 

210 

17 

1,085 

Nov.  mber 

77U 

137 

13 

979 

D<-  c-.  mbcr 

717 

135 

1>4 

916 

Total 

8,554 

2,131 

195 

10,930 
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On  an  index  basis  Table  12  below  and  Chart  7  show- the  seasonal  trends 
in  lamb  slaughter  by  typos  of  s laughtc r  rs .     Local  Slaughterers  reach 
their  highest  output  cf  dressed  lamb  in  October  but  also  show  a  sharp 
increase  in  the  handling  of  poster  lar.bs  in  April  with  their  lowest  period 
of  operation  in  February  and  March'*    Report ing  Butchers  show  somewhat  the 
same  seasonal  operations  of  the  small,  Fon-Report ins;  Butchers,  with  April 
and  August  peaks. 


Table  12  -  ronthly  Lamb  Quota  Indies,  by  Classes  of  Slaughterers 

(Average  Monthly  Slaughter  -  100) 


:  Local 

T'onth 

:  Slaughterers 

January 

93 

February 

83 

T'arch 

83 

April 

106 

Tay 

98 

June 

92 

July 

100 

Aup-ust 

105 

September 

110 

October 

120 

November 

109 

December 

101 

Reporting  : 

Ron -Re port ing 

Butchers  : 

Butchers 

..  8U  ;: 

68 

77 

7h 

90 

68 

102 

160 

95 

68 

95 

80 

nk 

117 

135 

109 

129 

115 

ioU 

103 

in 

102 

86 
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Chart  7 


-  Seasonal  Lamb  Slaughter  -  Quota  Bases 
,o  of  Average  Month 
by  Type  of  Slaughterer 
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-ii+o 
150 
120 
110 
100 

•  90 

80 
70 
60 


/  / 


J  !  1  L 


J  L 


J       F       ?.?     A       r       J       J       A       s  0 


QUOTA  BASES  BY  STATES 


There  is  a  v/ide  variation  in  the.  quota  bases  in.  the  different 
states  of  the  Rerion  reflected  also  in  the  numbers  of  the  various  kinds 
of  slaughterers  licensed  to  operate.     This  v/ide  variation  between 
states,  ranrir.r  from  ggfJ?  of  the  total  bases  of  the  region  in  Ohio  to 
1.3*5»  in  South  Dakota,  seems  lor ic ally,  to  be  related  to  the  density  of 
population  and  hence  local  consumer  demand  for  meats..     Local  Slaugh- 
terers have  a  much  higher  oroportion  of  the  total  meat  quota  bases  in 
the  heavier  consumer  derand  areas  than  in  the  less  p'ppulated  states. 

Table  13  anH  Chart  8  show  the  volume  of  total  meat  in  the  quota 
bases  bv  states. 
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1  a  c  j.  t_  x  j 

—  Pounds  of  Drc. 

ssed  Meat  Rc 

ore-sent ed  by  Quota 

Base  s 

Dy  f-.  tat. i  s 

,  and  by  Cla 

sses  of  Slaughterers 

(in  thousand  pounds) 



_  .  

Local 

_  .  —  . »  

s  Ropo  rt  inp 

.  —  

:  Fon-^R sporting 

,  

State  \ 

S  laught  or  ors 

:  Butchers 

:  Rutcher.s 

\  Total 

• 

Illinois 

4  ( ,  Uo 

35,077 

6,159* 

—       ■    ■  ■ 
88, 659 

Indiana 

52,773 

19,531 

2,96o 

75,261+ 

Iowa 

17,707 

lU,li96 

3,337 

36, OuO 

Michigan 

96,1+U2 

33,729 

5,128 

135,299 

Minnesota  . 

12,002 

20,515 

6, 801 

39,318 

Missouri 

21,135 

13,898 

3,158 

38,21+1 

Nebraska 

17,801 

13,269 

2,230 

North  Dakota 

U,779  ■ 

12, 87U 

5,236 

Oh  "i  r 

1  x A  l.pq 

1+5,259 

5,572 

187,260 

O  791 

h,  628 

1,796 

9,  l'+5 

Wisconsin 

2U,2l+3-.  - 

.31,12lk 

8, 137 

J.  VJ  OuX 

1.22  CAE 

2kh,koo 

726,969 

Table 

13^  -  Dressed  M 

eat  Represented  by  Quota  Bases, 

by 

States, 

in  Terms  cf 

Percentage  Process 0 

by 

Classes  of 

Slaurht  erers 

. ...   

IjO  c  a  1  : 

Report  ihg 

:     No n -Reporting 

State  \ 

S 1  a  u  v  ht  e  r  e  r  s  : 

Butchers 

:  Butchers 

'  Total 

 Percent--   

Illino is 

53-5 

39.6 

6.9 

IUU  .  U 

Indiana 

70 . 1 

26.0 

3.9 

100.0 

Icwa 

.'.  |>9  •  1 

)40.2 

10.7 

100.0 

Michigan 

71.3 

2.^.9 

3.8 

100.0 

Minnesota 

30.5 

52.2 

17.3 

100.0 

Missouri 

36o 

8.3         •  . 

100.0 

Nebraska 

53 -U 

39.8 

6.8 

100.0 

North  Dakota' 

22.9 

61.6 

15.5 

100.0 

Ohio 

72.8 

2H.2 

3.0 

100.0 

South  Dakota 

29.3 

50.6 

19.6 

100.0 

Wisconsin 

30.2 

1+9.0 

.12.8 

100 . 0 
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Chart  8  -  Annual  Quota  Bases  -  Total  Dressed  Teat 
by  Type  of  Slaughterer 
by  States 
rillion  Pounds 
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KINDS  0?  MEAT  IN  QUOTA  BAS'"'S  BY  STATES 


Local  Slaughterers  - 

Ohio,  Michigan,  and  Illinois  have  the  larger  quota  bases  for 
the  slaughter  of  lamb  and  veal.     Illinois  is  the  only  state  in  which 
the  beef  bases  are  less  than  5©$  of  the  total  bases  of  all  meats. 

Table  II4.  and  Chart  9  show  the  bases  by  states  according  to  the 
different  kinds  of  dressed  meat. 
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Table  llj.  -  Local  Slaughterers,  Pounds  of  Tressed  Meat 
Represented  by  Quota  Bases,  by  States, 
and  by  Kinds  of  Feat.  Yearly, 
(in  thousand  pounds) 


Type 

of  Teat 

State 

: 

:  Total 

Beef  : 

Veal  : 

Lamb 

:  Pork 

Illinois 

18,  663 

ll+,  567 

1,788 

12,U05 

1+7,1+23 

Indiana 

30,167 

U,315 

21+2 

13,014.9 

\  52,773 

Iowa 

12,809 

787 

33 

i+,078 

17,707 

Michigan 

61,252 

9,1+22 

1,762 

2k,  006 

96,l|i+2 

Minnesota 

7J4.70 

1,  608 

35 

<i,889 

12, 002 

Missouri 

11,720 

1,311 

85U 

7,300 

21,185 

Nebraska 

12,526 

885 

56 

h,33k 

17,801 

North  Dakota 

3,278 

125 

6 

1,370 

1+,  779 

Ohio 

83,885 

18,  J4I+8 

30,690 

136,1429 

South  Dakota 

1,772 

32 

6 

911 

2,721 

Wis cons  in 

15,053 

U,923 

366 

3,901 

2l+,2i+3 

Total 

258,595 

56,1+23 

8, 55l+ 

109,933 

'  1+33,505 

Chart 

9  -  Annua] 

.  Quota 

Bases  - 

Pounds  of 

Heat 

Local 

S laugfrterers 

bv  States 


POUNDS 
il lions ) 


120 

100 

80 

60 

1+0 

20 
0 


Lamb 
Veal 

Pork 
Beef 


3 
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Reporting  Butchers  - 

There  is  less  variation  between  states  in  the  quota  bases  of 
Reporting  Butchers  than  in  the  c;;se  of  Local  Slaughterers  and  beef 
rakes  up  a  larger  proportion  of  the  total. 

Table  15  and  Chart  10  show  the  bases  for  Reporting  Butchers  by 
states  by  kinds  of  dressed  meat. 


Table  15  - 

Reporting 

Butchers, 

Pounds 

of  Press r 

d  JTp.at 

Represented  by  °uo 

ta  Bas- 

s,  by  Sto 

t  es , 

and 

by  Trinds  of 

Feat . 

Year lv . 

( In  thous 

and  pounds) 

"*TypV"Tf  "T" 

<  <"t""~ 

State 

":'  Total 

:'    Beef  j 

Veal  j 

farnb 

:  ^ork 

111 ino  is 

17,310 

11,323 

596 

i+,3)40 

35,077 

Indiana 

13,500 

1,331 

13k 

U,516 

.  19,531 

Iowa 

10,371 

.  717 

U5 

2,363 

'  1UA96 

Fichigan 

23,923 

3,201 

191  • 

6,U09 

33,729 

Tinnesota 

lh,  80S 

1,358 

62 

3,307 

20,515 

T"issonri 

9,758 

-  799 

162 

3,179 

13,893 

Nebraska 

10,325 

311 

2i+; 

2, 609 

13,269 

TTorth  Dakota 

Q,6Uo 

510 

22 

2,702 

12,  37)4 

Chio 

29,953 

47512 

776 

9,773 

U5,259 

Fouth  Dakota 

3,573 

56 

5 

'  989 

4,628 

Wisconsin 

17,362 

6,206 

11U 

6,9^2 

31, 124 

Total 

162, Ola 

31,51*4 

2, 181 

1+8,634 

214U00 

5335(35) 
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Chart  10  -  Annual  Quota  Bases  -  Pounds  of  Teat 

Reporting  Butchers 

By  States-  •  ..... 


POUNDS 
(millions ) 
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Non-Reporting  Butchers  - 

There  is  the  least  variation  between  stntes  anion";  Non-Peport inr 
Butchers  quota  bases  than  with  the  other  two  types  of  slaughterers  • 
Lamb  falls  to  an  almost  insignificant  portion  of  the  total  slaughter 
and  veal  also  declines  in  its  proportion  cf  the  total  quota  bases. 

Table  16  and  Chart  11  f-ive  the  bases  for  Non-Reporting  Butchers 
by  states  and  kinds  of  meat. 
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•Table  16  - 

Non-Report in 

g  Butchers,  'Pound 

s  of  ^ress 

ed  Feat 

Represented  by 

Quota  Base 

s,  by  Pt>xt 

es, 

a  nd 

b v  X  ind  s  of  I Je at . 

Yearly. 

fin  thous-r.nd  pounds') 





*  .  

lyp 

.,__jr 



State 

:     Beef  : 

Veal 

}    Lamb  : 

Pork  : 

Total  ■ 

 .  

Illinois 

3, 658 

1,61+8 

21 

1,1*32 



6, 159 

Indiana 

1,7U3 

2i+2 

16 

959 

2,960 

Iowa 

2,837 

117 

a 

87U 

3,837 

Michigan 

3,388  , 

533 

28 

1,179 

5,128 

Minnesota 

U,  61+0 

577 

22 

1,562 

6,801 

Missouri 

1  730 

90 

5 

1,333 

3,158 

Nebraska 

i,55U 

62 

2 

662 

2,230 

TTnr"hh  TVikn"ha 

2,330 

76 

6 

821;  ' 

7)  2^6 

Ohio 

3,119 

519 

la 

1,893 

5,572 

South  Dakota 

1,277 

28 

3 

U88 

1,796 

Wis cons  in 

LkQO 

1,702 

U2 

1,993 

3, 137 

Total 

30,676 

ks99h 

195 

13, 199 

i'1.9,  o6!.l 

Chart  11  - 

Annual  Ouota 

Bas'.s 

-  Total  Pounds  ^ress 

ed  M^.at 

Non-T><  porting  Butchers 
by  states 

POUNDS 
(Millions) 

0 

7 
6 
5 
h 
3 
2 

..   ji- 

0 
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BEEF  QUOTAS  BY  STATES  BY  TYPE  OF  SLAUGHTERER 

In  the  more  highly  industrialized  states  Local  Slaughterers  hold 
a  large  proportion  of  the  beef  quota  bases  with  Hon-Reporting  Butchers 
having  a  very  small  portion,  while  ...in. the:.- western  part  of 
the  region  Local  Slaughterers  have  a  small  proportion  (loss  than  50^) 
of  the  total  beef  bases.  •' 

Chart  12  and  Table  17  show  the  beef  quota  bases  by  states  for  the 
different  types  of  slaughterers. 

Chart  12  -  Annual  •  Bc.rf'- Quota --Basrs  

•  ...  '  -  by    Typn  of  Slaughterer 

by  States 


POTJFDS 
( Fill ions) 
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J,  »o  ic 

17  -  Annuul  Quota  lascs  Dress 

G(j  jg^af    by  states, 

and  t 

v  n lasses  of 

P.  1  n  1  i    Htl  fl  V  f '  T  ^  > 

f  Tti  1:h  ou  s  fine5 



•               T  an a 1 

.                           lj^  w  'JL  J. 

•           t      '  i  i        \.  V    I J  W  i   u  lUf 

|  Total 

Ft  ate 

•        c  T  (in  cr pr^'T1; 

•     ^13  "h  0  b  P  T'S 

•            Pi  i"t"  nl'i  pt  ^ 



Til-]  v"i  r  t  o 

18,663 

17,318 

Jnd iana 

30, 167 

13,500 

1,71+3 

Iowa 

12, 809 

10,371 

2,837 

26,517 

ITichi£an 

61,252 

23,923 

3,338 

83,568 

?*innescta 

lJj.,  808 

U,6U0 

26,918 

T'issouri 

11,720 

9,758 

1,730 

23,203 

Nebraska 

12  S26 

10  y,2F) 

lv95l+ 

TTorth  Da'-r.ta 

3  278 

Q,6Uo 

2  ^7)0 

IS  ^liS 

■  83,885 

29,953 

3, 1.19 

116  QS7 

South  Electa 

1,  772 

3,573 

1,277 

6,627 

Vfi  s  ci(  ns  in 

15,053 

17,862 

i+,l+oo 

37. 315 

Total 

253.5c-5 

162,  Ol+l 

■30,676 

Table  17a 

tl  *w  ^  u  V       ll*!  li  d  _L 

Quota  Bases 

Dressed  Beef  Proces 

s  ed 

fl  Q6GR 

s  of  Slaughterers,  by  States. 

(in  thousand 

pounds ) 



 . —  

J_OCR-L  « 

Exporting  : 

!Ton-P.vportinr;  : 



State  [ 
 ■_ 

O  i  Ct  Ug  lib  fc?  i  C  i  O  \ 

Butchers  r 

Butchers  v 

Tctal 

111 inc is 

9.1 

1UU 

ihui una 

66.  k 

29.3 

3.8 

1  on 

Iowa 

U8.3 

U1.0 

10.7  ■ 

100 

I'ichi^an 

6Q.2 

27.0 

3-8 

100 

I'innescta 

27.3 

.  55-0 

17.2 

100 

rissouri 

50.5 

)42.0 

7.5  . 

100 

Nebraska 

51.3 

'+2. 3 

6. '4. 

100 

Horth  Dafcota 

■•21-5 

•63.2' 

15.3 

100 

Ohio 

'  71.7  • 

25.6' 

2.7 

100 

S<  uth  Dakota' 

26.? 

!  5).<.0. 

■  19-3  ■ 

100 

"!7iscc  nsin 

i+0.3 

hi -9 

11 .3  ' 

100 
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VEAL  QUOTA  BASES  BY  STATES  BY  TVPE  0^  "T.A^O^ERER 

Illinois  leads  the  other  states  cf  the  region  in  total  veal  bases 
(almost  ~$0%  of  the  Regional  total),  and.  the  volume  of  the  bases  held 
by  Reporting  Butchers  far  exceeds  those  of  any  other  state.. 

Table  18  and  Chart  13  show  veal  quota  bases  by  str.tes  and  type  of 
slaughterer.  •  •  : 

Chart  13  -  Annual  Veal  Quota  Bases 
by    Type  of  Slaughterer 
bv  States 


Pounds 
(Millions ) 


25 


No n -R ep  ort  ing  But  c  he  r s 
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Local  Slaughterers 
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15 
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Table 

13  -  Annual  Suota  Bases  Dressed  V<". 

h1,  by  State 

s 

and 

bv  Classes  of  Slaughterers • 

( In  thousand  pound 

s) 

• 





 ,  

local 

:  Reporting      ••  Non-Reporting 

State  '. 

O   1  oil  r*»^'"f~  ^  >^  o  V*  c 

o  i d. u  ™i  iX<  er  crs 

.:  Butchers        :  Butchers 

.  Total 

1 1 1 ino  is 

11,823 

l,0J+8 

<-■  f 

Indiana 

1,331 

21+2 

p ,  000 

Iowa 

737 

717 

117    ■  - 

T    AO  T 

1 ,  o<d  1 

Nichigan 

3,201 

533 

13,156 

Ninnesota 

1,608 

1,333 

577 

h,  023 

Missouri 

1,311  .  .-■ 

799 

90 

2,200 

Nebraska 

835 

311 

■'62 

1,258 

North  Dakota 

125 

510 

76 

711 

Ohio 

18,/+U8 

h,  752 

519 

23,719. 

k> 0 Ut il    D&KOT  8. 

32 

56 

28 

116 

wis  cons  in 

U,923 

6, 206 

1,702 

12,831 

[  o  g  a  i 

56,1423 

92,961 

Table  18a 

-  Percent  Annual  °,uota  Bas^s  ^ress 

ed  Vea]  processed 

by  Class 

es  of  f? laught erers , 

by  Stat  es  . 

(in  thousand  pound 

  _ 

:  Local 

:    R  e  t >  0  rti  n  r     :    No  n  -  Ire  1 3  0  rbl  .n<: 

State 

:    .c  laught  er^r  s 

:     Butchers  : 

Butchers 

.  Total 

Illinois 

53-1 

U3-1 

3.8  . 

100 

Ind  iana 

75-3 

22.6 

l+.i- 

100 

Iowa 

■  1+8,6 

Uk.2 

7.2  . 

100  ■ 

J  ICH  l^cul 

71.6 

21+.3 

.'+.1 

100 

Minnesota 

■J+0.0 

i+5.7 

iU,3- 

100 

T'is  souri 

59  »6 

36.3 

I4..1 

100 

Nebraska 

70.1+ 

2h*7 

U*9 

100 

North  Dakota 

17.6 

71.7 

10.7 

100 

Ohio 

77.8 

20.0 

2.2 

100 

South  Dakota 

27.6 

1+8.3 

2i+a 

100 

Wi  scons  in 

33. It 

13.2 

100 
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LAT'B  QUOTA  RAS*S.  BY  STATES  BY  TYp'"!  O-1  ?LA!TCR?>"!>SR 


Ohio,   Illinois,  and  Michigan  have  the  largest  proportion  of  the  lamb 
quota  bases,  with  the  states  in  the  western  part  of  the  Region  having  very 
srcall  quota  bases. 

Table  19  and  Chart  llj.  show  the  lamb  quota  bases  by  states  for  the 
three  types  of  slaughterers. 

Chart  ll|.  -  Annual  Larb  Quota  Bases 
by    Type  of  Slaup-ht erer 
by  states 
(Dressed  Feat) 

POUNDS 
(Trillions ) 


h 


Non-Report ing  Butchers 
Reporting  Butchers 

Local  Slaughterers 
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Table  1.9  -  Annual  Quota  '^ases  Dressed  Lamb,  by  States, 
and  by  Classes  of  Slaughterers  .' 
(in  thousand  rounds) 


State 

Illinois 

Indiana 

Iowa 

Nichigan 
Minnesota 
T'issour  i 
Nebraska 
North  Dakota 
Ohio 

South  Dakota 
v.ri  scons,  in 

Total 


Local 
F  lau^ht  err-rs 

1,738 

2l\2  . 

33 
1,762 

35 
85U 
56 
6 

3,Uo6 

6 

366 
8,5:31+ 


Penc  rt  inr 
Butchers 

596 

wk 

1+5 
191 

62 
162 

2U 

22 
776 
5 

111+ 
2, 131 


TTori-Pcport  ire: 
Butchers 

21 
16 

9 
28 
22 

5 

2 

6 
1+1 

3 
1+2 

195 


Total 

2J+05 

1+1+2 
87 
1,981 
119 
1,021 
82 

3h 
U,223 
11+ 
522 

10,930 


Table  19a  -  Percent  Annual  Quota  ^ases  Dressed  Lamb  Processed 
by  Classes  of  Slaughterers,  by  States, 
(in  thousand  pounds) 


State 


Local 
S laupht  erers 


RepqFbTng 
But  0  hers 


~Non~-R  e  p  o  rfi  hg 
But ch ers 


Total 


^prc^nt 


Illinois 

7'+..  3  i 

2U.8  ''  i 

0.9 

100 

Ind  iana 

5k,B 

J41.6  ■ 

3,6 

100 

Iov:a 

,  37.9 

. .    51.7  • 

10.  k 

100 

Michigan 

89.0 

9.6 

i*k 

100 

Minnesota 

;      29.  h  ■ 

52.1 

10.5 

100 

Nisscuri 

8>.6 

15.9 

0.5 

100 

Nebraska 

68.3 

29.3 

2.h 

100 

North  Dakota 

I7.6 

6U.8  ' 

17.6 

100 

Ohio 

80.6 

18.  U 

1.0 

100 

South  Dakota  . 

1+2.9 

35-7 

21.1+ 

100 

"  Wisconsin 

70.1 

21.0 

0.1 

100 
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PORK  QUOTA  BASES  BY  STATES  BY  TYPE  0?  SLAUGHTERER 


An  examination  of  the  pork  quota  bases  by  states  by  type  of  slaugh- 
terer reveals  that  in  the  industrialized  states  of  the  Region  Local 
Slaughterers  hold  the  larger  proportion  of  the  pork  quota  bases  while 
in  the  more  rural  western  states  the  larger  proportion  of  the  pork  quota 
bases  belong  to  the  two  classes  of  butchers.     It  is  also  apparent  in  an 
examination  of  the  pork  quota  bases  that  the  volume  of  slaughter  is 
related  to  consumer  demand  rather  than  pork  production  since  Iowa  ranks 
seventh  in  the  amount  of  pork  quota  bases  even  thouprh  pork  production 
far  exceeds  that  of  any  other  state. 

Chart  15  and  Table  20  show  the  pork  quota  bases  by  states  by  types 
of  slaughterers. 


Chart  15  -  Annual  Pork  Quota  Bases 
by    Type  of  Slaughterer 
by  States 


Pounds 


(MILLIONS) 


ho 


Non-Report ing  Butchers 
Reporting  Butchers 
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Annual  tfuotft  Sases  Dressed  Pork,  by  States, 
and  by  Classes  of  Slaughterers. 
(In  thousand  pounds) 


State 

Local 
Slaughterer's 

;  Reporting 
:  Butchers 

Noh  -Report  ing 
:  Butchers 

;  Total 

111  mo  is 

i+,  oipj 

1  8  677 

Indiana 

18,01+9 

14516 

959 

23,521+ 

Iowa 

h,  078 

2^,863 

87U 

7,315 

Michigan 

2l+, 006 

6,1+0^ 

1,179 

31,59k 

T'innesota 

2*889 

3,807 

1,562 

8,258 

Missouri 

7,300 

3*179 

1,333 

11,812 

Nebraska 

k*$3h 

2,609 

662 

7,605 

North  Dakota 

1,370 

2,702 

•  82l+ 

U,896 

Ohio 

30,690 

9,778 

1,893 

U2,36l 

South  Dakota 

911 

1+88 

2,333 

Wisconsin 

3,901 

6,«U2 

1,993 

12,836 

Total 

109,933 

'  k&i63h 

13,199 

171,766 

Table  20a  -  Percent  Annual  Quota  Bases  Dressed  Pork  Processed 
by  Classes  of  Slaughterers,  by  States, 
(in  thousand  pounds) 


Rtate         *  J         Lccal  :    Reporting     :    Non-Reporting     :  Total 

:     S  lauc-hter^rs     :     Butchers       :         Butchers  : 

  Percent   


Illinois 

66.1+ 

25.9 

7.7 

100 

Indiana 

76.7 

19.2 

I+.1 

100 

Iov.ra 

52.2 

36.6 

11.2 

100 

Nichigan 

76.0 

20.3 

3-7 

100 

I.'innescta 

35.0 

1+6.1 

18.9 

100 

Nissouri 

61.8 

26.9 

11.3 

100 

Nebraska 

57-0 

3U-3 

8.7 

100 

North  Dakota 

28.0 

55.2 

16.8 

100 

Ohio 

72..'+ 

23.1 

U.5 

100 

South  Dakota 

38.2 

'+1.1+ 

20.1+ 

100 

''Vis cons  in 

30.. 'i 

51+.1 

15.5 

100 
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Tabic  21  Live  and  Crossed  Weights 

Local  Slaughterers  -  Monthly  Reports 
April  -  r>ecember,  19f43 


!  Ca 

ttTe 

:  Calves 

:  'The 

ep      "  : 

:         T-To  P"  s 

Stat  e 

;     Li  v  e 

"Dr. 

Live" 

~Dr . 

:  Liv 

Dr.  : 

:  Live 

"Dr. 

T  1  1  "1  VI      T  Q 
X  -L  -L  -i-ilU  X  O 

An  1 

).oi 
Z+i;± 

151 

93 

7)1 

•  39 

21+9 

172 

Indiana 

811 

19k 

111+ 

76 

37 

223 

159 

Iowa 

793 

1+25 

325 

181 

83 

■  1+3 

21+1 

173 

Michigan 

927 

1+35 

169 

103 

80 

•36 

222 

11*9 

Minnesota 

936 

1+73 

176 

111 

106 

56 

235 

170 

Missouri 

.636 

336 

167 

98 

86 

1+0 

257 

181+ 

Feb r a ska 

811 

1+32 

379 

205 

109 

55 

250 

176 

Forth  Dakota 

983 

50)4. 

270 

165 

133 

63 

23U 

161+ 

Ohio 

88)4 

1*61+ 

169 

97 

75 

31* 

218 

U+9 

South  Dakota 

9kk 

1+80 

267 

170 

119 

53 

236 

166 

Wisconsin . 

976 

1*83 

121 

75 

86 

37 

207 

1I+1 

Average/ 

861+ 

217 

128 

91+ 

1*5 

23U 

161+ 

Dressing  °/0 

525? 

59% 

1+83 

70% 

Table  22  Average  Live  Weights 

Butchers  -  ?ronthly  Reports 
June  -  December,  1QU3 


State 

;  Cattle 

Calve.s 

Lambs 

•  Hog; 

Illino  is 

812 

121 

71+ 

21+2 

Indiana 

3)42 

187 

78 

239 

Iowa 

862 

200 

39 

280 

Michigan 

381+ 

173 

99 

218 

Minnesota 

902 

161 

90 

257 

Missouri 

693 

171  * 

79 

228 

Nebraska 

33U 

3U3 

156 

265 

Forth  Dakota 

959 

231+ 

127 

271* 

Ohio 

858 

171 

67 

225 

S<  uth  Dakota 

91*7 

312 

112 

279 

7,ri scons  in 

1,008 

127 

ill* 

216 

Average 

873 

205 

99 

21+8 
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